Background
This is a pilot study to evaluate the performance of whole-heart isotropic RT-3D cine SSFP sequence as an efficient single solution for assessment of morphology and function in CHD by comparing it to: 1. Short axis (SA) 2D cine SSFP for LV volumetry and function 2. Multiplanar 2D cine SSFP for intracardiac morphology 3. Cine 2D SSFP and gadolinium (Gd)-enhanced 3D MRA for aortic root size 4. Gd-3D MRA for vessel diameter (VD) 5. Gd-3D MRA, and cine 2D SSFP for morphology of extracardiac vasculature 6. Gd-3D MRA and multiplanar cine 2D SSFP for overall diagnosis.
Methods 15 patients with CHD (8M, mean age 11.7 years), referred for clinic CMR (80% sedated) underwent an additional RT 3D SSFP sequence (Table 1) . LV volumetry was performed on the 3D and 2D cine SSFP SA datasets by the same reader on CMR42 software. VD measurements, image quality analysis, and pathologic findings were assessed on 3D, 2D SSFP and MRA datasets using Vitrea TM by another blinded reader. Pearson and Spearman rank correlation coefficients were calculated and paired t tests performed to compare volumetry, imaging scores, maximal VD, and diagnostic accuracy.
Results

Excellent correlation between LV volumetry from 3D
SSFP and 2D SSFP (r=0.91-0.99, p<.0001). Only LVESV was significantly different (mean diff -1.63 cc, p 0.03). 2.
Excellent correlation between aortic root measurements on 3D and 2D SSFP, and on 3D SSFP and MRA (r=0.98, 0.96, p<0.0001). Maximal intersinus root diameter was not significantly different. 3. Excellent correlation between VD on 3D SSFP and MRA (r=0.96-0.99, p<0.001). Only MPA diameter was significantly different (mean diff -1.92 mm, p 0.01). 4. Moderate performance for intracardiac morphology and pathology; 3D scores of aortic and tricuspid valves were lower than 2D (mean diff -28.9%, -21.2%, p=0.003, 0.005). Interslice alignment was better on 3D imaging (mean diff 8.9%, p=0.04). 5. There was no significant difference in the overall aorta and PA scores; but 3D cine SSFP scores were lower for evaluation of 1st and 2nd order vessel branches, and for AV separation (mean diff -23%, -53%, -27%, p=0.025, <0.0001, 0.01). 3D scores were also lower for the veins (mean diff -25%, -29% p=0.03, 0.01). 6. The overall diagnosis was different (p=0.02) in 5/ 15 cases (9 missed findings) on 3D imaging. 5/9 reflected valve pathology, 2 evaluation of 1st order vessels, 1 of aorta, and 1 of atrial septum. 4 of the missed findings were partly due to suppression of turbulence by gadofosveset. Comparison of 3D SSFP with conventional MR sequences are shown in a bar graph ( Figure 1 ). Mean duration for 3D SSFP was 5.12±0.48 min compared to 28.02±6.73 min for multiplanar 2D SSFP.
Conclusions
RT 3D cine SSFP can replace conventional MR sequences for LV volumetry and function, aortic root measurement, and vessel diameter. Improved hardware and software, and improved spatial resolution are needed before it can replace current sequences for evaluation of intracardiac morphology and extracardiac vasculature. 
